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LETTER toa BISHOP, | 
Sc. | 


My Lord, | _ 


T is now. ſome Time fince the Rev. Dr. 
. Warburton obliged the World with hid 
divine Legation of Moſes, which he pro- 
. poſes to demonſtrate from the Omiſſion of afu« 
ture State of Rewards and Puniſhments inthe 
Moſaic Diſpenſation. —How far he has ſuac+ 
 ceeded, muſt be left to your Lordſhip's Deters | 
mination: But it is a Propoſition that gives . 
Offence to many ſober Men, as it ay 
whole Body of — FJeuiſb People in a Light 
derogatory to human Nature, making them to 
live and die like Swine ;- for without the 
Se of a future State, they could . 
B na 


no better than Brutes. Nay it ſuppoſes them 


coc all Men the moſt brutiſh, ſince, according 


to him, all the World but themſelves, had the 
Doctrine of a future State incorporated into 
their Laws, and made it the Motive of theit 
Actions. What a miſerable Condition is this 

for the choſen People of God to be in, and 
permitted to continue in by God himſelf, 
While under his immediate and extraordinary 
Government. 


This, my Lord, is, as T take it, a new Me- 


dium, a novel Opinion, and of which the 


Church of England i in her Articles and Ho- 
milies, has openly declared her Abhorrence: 
And yet Ido not find, that this Author has met 
with the Diſcountenance of any of the Gover- 
pors of rbat Church whoſe Articles he ſa 
daringly oppoſes, It doth not become me 
to call in Queſtion the Conduct of my Su- 
periors, but I hope, it may be permitted me, 
without giving Offence, to lay my Thoughts 
of this Gentleman's Medium before your 
| Lordſhip ; and humbly to req u ſſt that you 
will vouchſafe out of your fatherly Goodneſs, 
to let me know whether the Doctrine of 4 
Oe State of Rewards and Ty 11 

10 


* * 
ts be found in, or did nale e the Mut | 
Difenſation, e e e 
Dr. Warburton FRO not, 24k, G80 
whether the Omiſſion of a future State pro- 
ceeded from Ignorance or Defign in Moſes e 
but by the Uſe of the Term Omiſſion, and his | 
Reaſoning in many Places upon the Expedien 
cy of ſuch Omi ſſion, he ſeems to inſinuate chat 
the Jewiſh Legiſlator was himſelf well ac- 
quainted with this Doctrine, tho' he thought 
not proper to give it a Place in his Laws, 
Give me-Leave to aſk your Lordſhip, by 
what Means Moes could arrive at this Knows 
ledge, which will not equally conclude that 
the whole Body of the People might be like- 
wiſe informed of it? Did he receive it by 
ſpecial Revelation from God ? If ſo, was not 
his Legation from the ſame God of Truth} 
And can it be ſuppoſed chat this all-gracious 
Being would reveal a future State to Moſes 
upon calling him to deliver his choſen People, 
and at the ſame Time give him in Command 
to omit it in his Diſpenſation? A Diſpenla« 
tion that had God for its immediate Author, 
and which was to bring them to chris, with 
Whom the Knowledge of a future State 'is | 

B 2 in- 
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/ 
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God.. - us Who! 15 the Lora, (ſaid Phareob) 


2 "— Ay 
Inſeparably annexed ? If Maſes had the Know- 


ledge of a future State by Tradition from his 
— then the Body of the People might 
have it the ſame Way: And Dr. Warbur- 


ten ſhould previouſly have proved that the 


Knowledge of this Doctrine was not current 


| among the Iſraclites, before Moſes Time. 


For if it appears, as I think it will upon laying 
Things together, that the People muſt have 
had this Doctrine before Moſes wrote, Moſes 


could not impoſe it upon them, as the Doctor 
would upon us, that the Doctrine of a future 


State of Rewards and Puniſhments, is not to 
be found in, nor did make Part * the n 
were iff 4 


When the Children of 1/rael were Slaves in in 
Ee, the People to the loweſt feared God, 
and knew the Lord. Upon what Account? 
and in what Reſpect did this Fear ariſe? - 
Temporal Rewards and Puniſhments, and an 
equal Providence could not- be the Motive, 
Neither could they regard God as civil Ge- 
vernor. They were given up into the Hands 
of thoſe who cruelly and deſpitefully treated 
them, who denied the Lord and ſerved other 


« that 


10 that I ſhould obey his Voice tolet Ifae go}. | 
& I know not the Lord, neither will I let } 
« Iſrael go. And this they ſuffered for 
their Obedience to the Lord, and their re- 
fuſing to apoſtatize and worſhip the Gods of 
the Egyptians, In their then unhappy Cir- 
cumſtances, deſtitute, afflicted, tormented, if 
in this Life only they had Hope in God, they | 
were of all Men moſt miſerable { Could Ig-. 

norance of a future State of Rewards and 
Puniſhments, and a Belief that they ſhould be 
as if they had never been, induce them, and 
their Deliverer Mo/es to prefer the Reproach 
of Chriſt before the Riches of Egypt, and 
keep them ſo ſtedfaſt and immoveable in the. 
Lord? What was it to them what God they © 
ſerved, unleſs they looked for a future Re- 
ward in a future State? Nay, it had been 
better to have ſerved the Gods of the E- 
tians ; they would, then, have had Plenty 
and Eaſe, which according to Dr. Warbur- 
tons Scheme, was all they ſerved God for, 
or the only Motive that could prevail upon | 
their carnal Hearts to ſerve any God, The 
Hopes of temporal Deliverance could have no 
wee _— them ; they entertained no 
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Hopes of any ſuch Thing, For when Moſer 
by God's Appointment, viſited them, 


hey an- 
detſtood not how that God by his Hand would 
deliver them. And, after they were brought 
out of Bondage, upon every Rub in their Way, 
_ were for turning backe into Egypt. 


I know not what it may do to your Lords | 
ſhip, but to me, the Epiſtle to the Hebrews 


| ſpeaks plain enough, when it ſays, that 


« Moſes eſteemed the Reproach of Chrift 


| © greater Riches than the Treaſures of Egypt, 


for he had Reſpect unto the Recompence 


. of Reward,” I fay to me, it ſtems plain, 


that the Hopes of an happy Immortality in a 
future State through the Merits of Cbriſ, was 
the Inducement to ſuffer the Reproach of 
Chriſt, It is alſo evident that the Whole 
Body of the People endured the ſame Re- 
proach upon the ſame Account. For ver, 
25, ſays, that he ſuffered Affliction in com- 
mon with the People of God, and ver. 26, 


explains this Affiction by calling it the Re- 


a proach of Chrifi : Whence it follows, that 


the Affliction the People of God ſuffered, 
was the Reproach of Cbriſt, and that upon 


Account of the Recom pence of Reward. 
Put 


(9) + 


Put this together (my 8 and then, fine? 
the Knowledge of Chriſt and of a future State | 
are inſeparably annexed, the Conſequence is 


direct, as the Homily on Faith expreſſes it, 
that © althongh they were not named Chri- 
« ſtjian Men, yet was it a Chriſtian Faith 
« that they had ; for they looked for all the 
« Benefits of God the Father, through the 


« Merits of his Son Jeſus Chriſt, as we do. 


« now, and in effect they and we be all one. 
So they could not be ignorant of a future State, 
neither could Mz/es omit it in his Diſpenſatien. 


The Caſe of Abrabam offering up Haage 


which Dr. Warburton makes a Revelation 
concerning the Redemption of Mankind by 


Chriſt, is a great and noble Inſtance, that the 
Jeus under the Law neither were, nor could 
be unacquainted with its ſpiritual Meaning, 


ſo with the Doctrine of a future State; be- 


cauſe their typical Inſtitutions gave as ſtrong 
Intimations of the Redemption of Mankind 


by Chrifi, and were as illuſtrious Repreſeuta 


tions of the Sacrifice of Chrjf, as the com- 


manded Sacrifice of J/aac, This will appear 


plain cnongh from his own State of the Caſe, 


He 


| 


16) 


2 — 


He ſays *, that * the typical Repreſenta- 

6 tions of the great Sacrifice for the Sins of 
« Mankind, by the commanded Sacrifice of 
% T/aac, was given in the ſtrong and forcible 


Way of Action, that nothing can be con- 


% ceived more appoſite to convey the Infor- 
& mation than this very Adbia, and that 
God inſtructed Abraham by this ſymboli- 
« cal Act, or typical Repreſentation, in the 
« beſt Manner Humanity is capable of re- 
« ceiving Inſtructtion. Ho conſiſtent 
this Inſtance of the Clearneſs and Perſpicuity 
of Types is, with what he elſewhere ſays +, 
4 that a typieal Repreſentation neceffarily 
« implies the throwing a Thing into Shade, 
< and ſecreting it from vulgar Knowledge, 
I leave your Lordſhip to judge; and to admire 
the Modeſty of the Man, who could hope his 
Readers, eſpecially thoſe of the Clergy, would 
overlook or pardon, for the Sake of his Me-' 
dium, ſuch a glaring Contradiction. What 
he brings by Way of Salvo, © that the Nar- 
4 rative of ſuch a Converſe by Action, is not 
in its. Nature fo intelligble or obvious, 

«© where the Information is for the Sake of 


| * the 
2b H. vol. Il. part IL, p. 607. ＋ Ibid. p. 43% 


e a 
* the Adtor only,“ makes ſtfongiy agaltiſt 1 
bim. The Action is allowed to be obi 
and intelligible, which is etough to prove that 
the Myjaic Diſpenſatlon, which was nothing 

elſe but ⁊ more minute ſcenical Repreſents - 
tion by Actions of what the commanded Sas 
crifice of Iſaar, and the permitted one of the 
Ram typified, was underſtood by the People 
In its ſpiritual Senſe ; becauſe they were the 

Spectators of all, the Actots in many of th 
Ceremonies. And why Sacrifice under the 
Law ſhould ſpeak a Language to the Few 
different from what it ſpoke to their Father 
"Abrabam, or why it was not intended for 
the fake of Information, of which it was fo 
proper and logical a Mode, will require another 
Volume to prove. The Obſcurity, then, will 
be on the Side of the Relation, not on the 
Action of the typical Rites and Ceremonies in 
the Meſaic Diſpenſation, and the Body of the 
People upon this Suppoſition would be better 
able to fee through the Types, when perform · 
ed, than we who have only the Relatiotl, 
But then, my Lord, this is diametrically op- 
Polite to the Doctors grand Demonſtrations | 
_ -unkefs Repreſentation: by Action, the beſt 
Manner Humanity is capable of receiving | | 


Sd 


= 44 18) 
IndtrvQtion, yas given to the Jews by the 


| | Moſaic Diſpenſation, as the beſt Manner to 


keep them from receiving Inſtruction. This 
1s indeed powdering with Paradoxes, and muſt 
Five a notable Reliſh to bis Syſtem, 


| Since Actions then ſpoke as intelligibly as 
Words, ſince repreſentative. Actions were ſo 
common a Mode of Information, and fo well 
underſtood at the Time of giving the Me/aic 
Diſpenſation, as the Doctor has taken up ſome 
Pages to prove. The Emblematical Rites, 
Ceremonies. and Inſtitutions of that Diſpenſa- 
tion muſt ſpeak a Language plain enough not 
to be miſtaken by the Body of the People; 
as talking i in the Standard Phraſeology of the 
Times. And if the Patriarch Abraham, the 
Father of the Faithful, ſaw ſo clearly the Re- 
demption of Mankind by the Sacrifice of 
Chrift, in the Command to offer up his Son 
Jaac; how can his Children be ſuppoſed fo 
groſly blind, as not to have the leaſt Glimpſe 
of that intereſting Affair in their daily Sacri- 
fices ? Did God, who favoured Abraham with 
this ſpecial Revelation of the Myſtery of the 
a Redemption, enjoin him Secrecy ? Or can it 
be imagined that he, who rejoiced ſo much to 


| Cr 19 ) 3 
ſte Criſrs Day, would hide that momentous | 
Affair from his Poſterity ? That, in which, 
not only they, but all the Nations of the 
Earth were to be bleſſed ? Eſpecially, when 4 
we conſider that the Promiſe of Chriſt was 
made to him, becauſe God knew he would- 4 
command his Children and Houſheld" after- 
him to keep the Vayof the Eord. Was not the 
Redemption of Mankind by Chriſt, the Way of. 
the Lord? Were not the Jews his Children 
and Houſhold? And could they be ſaid to 
keep this Way after him, and yet know no- 
thing of it, fo ſoon after as Ng Time? 


If the commended Sacrifice of 7/aac was 4 
very exact an Image in all its Particulars, of the 
final antitypical Sacrifice of Chrift, and the? 
permitted one of the Ram offered up inſtead 
of aac, was the Shadow of the intermediate 
typical Sacrifice in the Moſaic Oeconomy, (as 
this Gentleman, unluckity enough for his 
Medium, proves.) Could the Jus then 
my Lord, be ignorant at what the Moſaic Or- 
conomy aimed, or not know the Law to be 
the Shadow of the good Things to come ?' 
Could #his Action be ſo frong, forcible, and 
oppoſite a Way of — to Abraham!” 


C2 and 
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C20 
«41d the very fame Action in the Lay be fo. | 
very feint, weak and unintelligible an one ta 
his Seed ? And would God, who choſe this 
Way as the fitteſt to reveal his Will to Abra. 
bam, incorporate the fame Method of In- 


. ſtruction into his Law in order to ſecrete the 


Knowledge of his Will from his Children? 
Or how could the Son of God upbraid the 
Jews of his Time with the Faith of Abra, 


Ea in this very Action, if the legal Sacrifice 
if} and Types were deſignedly fo obſcure, and in- 


tended to: be ſo by his Father, as that they 


could not, nor were not tg be ſeen thorough, 
by Faich ? 


As then gacnlbce; Was 0 * a 3 
of the great Oblation for the Sins of cha 
World: As God made Choice of it as tha. 
beſt Manner of manifeſting Cbriſt to Abra- 
lam, and as Sacrificature 2 bigheft AQ, 
of religious Service in the Me/azc Diſpenſationz 
ho an doubt but that the Fews, as well 
aß their - Father Arabam, law :Chrift's Day: 
thorough this Glaſs, and were glad, And, 
then they muſt know, not only that a futuro 
State of Rewards and Puniſhments was in, 


| Wind: Part of their ne but muſh, 


ober 


(un) 8 
cauſe, as Dr. Warkurton owns, * a futurg. 


« State and Redemption by Chrift are inſept® 


'** rably annexed, and knowing. and acting 
e upon the one, is knowing nen 
* the other ®, 15 


- The Dodtr does not inform bs Readers; 4 
though it is an intereſting Paint, what wer 
the Sentiments of Abrabam upon Sacrifien 
befare the Command to offer wp bis Son z for 
it is plain from Scripture, that he had been 
uſed to Sacrifice; nay, the Command 0 


Queſtzons I/aac aſked about it, ſhew that 
neither of them were Strangers to the Act ai 
Sacrifice +. What Language, let me alk, did 
If it ſpoke an unintelligible one, my Lord, 
bow came he ſo readily ta underſtand the 
Language of the commanded Sacrifice of 
Jane, and of the permitted one of the Rams 
How came he . at all acquainted with tha 
Myſtery of the Redemption by the Sacritios 
of Chrip, amm dire ſo carneſtly tabs tet ia 


offer up 1/aac for a Burnt Offering, and tha 


| i Eicher previouſly knew the Myſtery 


* 


mitted one of the Ram, The 


then if he offered him up 


"TIF 
6=-rifes; and what it fignifed? Abrobari 


of the 
Redemption by the Sacrifice of Chrif, and 
that Sacrifice prefigured it ; or he did not; 


I he did not know it, how could he be ſo 


defirous of being let into a Myſtery of which 
he was totally ignorant ? Or how could Sacri- 
fice, of which he knew not the Meaning, let 
him into the Secret of Chriſt's Day? If he 
knew the Meaning of Sacrifice — the 
Command to offer up his Son; then, in every 
Sacrifice he ſaw Chri/t's Day, and was glad 
whenever he ſacrificed, I think, my Lord; 
that Abrabam muſt be ſuppoſed to know the 
Myſtery of Redemption by Cbriſ before this 
Command, or elſe it could never have entered 
into his Head to deſire to ſee Chri/?'s Day: 
And he muſt. likewiſe, be ſuppoſed to know 
what. Sacrifice prefigured ; or elſe he would 
not ſo readily have taken its Meaning in the 
commanded Sacrifice of 7/aac, and the per- 
Epiſtle to the 
Hebrews, ſays, that by Faith, Abraham 
when he vas tried, offered up Jaac. Muſt 
not this be: Faith in Cbriſt, my Lord? But 
by Faitb, he muſt 
n _ Faith before the Command, And 

| bow 


LEY 


| (23) 
how he came by this Faith, and the Kaows 


jedge of the Redemption by Chriſt, remains 


to be ſhewn by Dr. Warburton; as alſo it is 


incumbent upon him to offer ſome Reaſon, 
why the Body of the People of the Jeu 
might not arrive at the ſame Knowledge by 
the ſame Means by which their Father Alira · 
bam acquired his. If you ſuppoſe Abraham 
to have been unacquainted with the Myſtery 
of the Redemption by Cbriſt, and never ta 
have known or ſuſpected any thing of it, or 
never to have offered any Sacrifice before; 
can you think, my Lord, that the Command 
to offer up his Son would fo inſtantaneouſly 
and fo clearly have let him into that Myſtery? 
Give me Leave to aſk your Lordſhip, whether 
Dr, Warburton's State of the Caſe of Abras 
ham, doth not contradict the Scripture ' Aer 
count, We read Gen. xxii. 1. And it 
came to pals after theſe Things that God 
« did TEMPT Abraham,” and in the E- 
piſtle to the Hebrews, that by Faith A. 
« brabam when he was TRYED, offered up 


« Jfaac,” But what TeMPTAT10N or what 


TRIAL could there be, if Abraham, certain · 

ly aforchand knew, that the whole was only | 

9 be a Pies of Scenery, 0 inform him by | 
Actions 
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d Stroke, or that his Son, if ſacrificed, was 1474 
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the great Sacrifice for the Sins of the World. 
There was, in this Caſe, no Rootm for thatStrug. 
gle, which the Epiſtle to the Hebrews makes 
him to have within himſelf, if he | 
knew how the ſcenical Repreſentation was to 


end, and that God would either ftop his 


Hand, when he came to give the ſacrificing 


* mediately to be reſtored toLife,” The Patri- 
arch; indeed, accounted that God was ab to 


© raiſe him up, even from the Dead ;” but 
Is no where ſaid or intimated, that he pre- 


wiowfly Ine u that God would immediately re- 
Nore bim to Life, if ſaerificed. And hence 
moſe the Struggle in his Breaſt how to recon- 


_ wile the Command to aerifice his Son- with 


the Promiſe, that in this very Son T/aac bis 
Sad ſbould be called, and — to conquer his 
natural Affection, and bring it into Captivity 
to the Obedience of the Command. Dr. 
Warburton indeed, aſſerts * that the prinei- 
4 gal Deſign of the Command was to reveal 
* to Abraham by Actions inſtead of Words, 
< the Redemption of Mankin6,” and proves 


t after his uſual Manner 3 for it is not faid 


ha _ God ** this Command in order to 


1897 *X. 
te try Abraham, but that in giving tile Com- 
«© mand God did try bim. Such kind ef | 
Reaſoning; in his former Profeſſion, would 
have been called a Law-2urbble ; and 
is much the ſame as if after Sentence of 
Death paſſed apon a Convict, he. ſhould be 
told that the Fudge did not paſi Sentence upon 
bim in order to condemn bim, but that in pace 
fing the Sentence the Judge did condemn him. 
I dare fay, your Lordſhip, as a Scholar, diſ- 
dains ſuch mean Sophiſtry, and as a Chriſtians 
abhors ſuch deceitful Handling of the Word 
of God. And I. appeal to your Lordſhip, 
whether upon Dr. #arburton's Suppolition, 
Abraham can be ſaid to be either tempted ot 
tried: And yet the Scripture ſays, that the 

Command to offer up 1/apc, was for a 'Frial 
of Abrabam's Faith, e c wnitedes 
wt, © by Faith Abrabam offered up 
Jſaac being tried.” Then, my Lord, the 
offering up Jaac was the Trial and Toft of 
his Faith, © Here was an only Child,, the 
* Son of his Love, of his Hopes, and the 
* Heir of the Promiſes demanded; and 
* readily given up. The End was wortby for 
* which he ſhould do it. It was to partake 

Lao the Benefits of the Death of the Son of | 


426) 


|. * God and by it he gave not only as to him 
( ſelf the moſt valuable, but to every Bod) 


_ « the exacteſt Figure of the Saerifice of the 
Ms Son of God, 


When we view the Sacrifice of Iſaac in 
e this Light, all Difficulties vaniſh ; why 


1 | | . was he demanded as a burnt Sacrifice, and 


. * the Father ordered to offer up his beloved 
Wl © Son? The Father ſtood in God's ſtead, 

and gave up his Son inſtead of the Son of 
4. God; as a Proof of his own Faith, 

e and a Leſſon of Inſtruction to the Un- 
& believers of that Time, and a ſtanding 
1 Evidence to that, and all future Gene= 
* rations; that not a Lamb, but a Man, and 
et that not Jſaac, but a Seed that was to de- 
« ſcend from him, was to bear the Wrath of 
* God for all Men. Why is the Scripture 
e filent as to the Deſgn with which Abra- 
it ham offered up his Son? Becauſe Sacrtfices 
« were the Type, the well-known Type, and 
« had ne other View and Intention. Does 
t Abraham expreſs no Surprize at this hard 
'** Tr:al, nor expoſtulate with God upon it? 
% He knew the Son of God was to be given 
(il «© for him, and ſhould he refuſe his Son to 
. God?” I borrow this Paragraph from onq 


4 et y 
ef Dr. I/arburton's Opponents, the learned 
and judicious Mr. Julius Bate, to whom the 


Doctor has thought proper to return no An- 


ſwer, unleſs Scurrility and Reviling, are to bs 
deemed an Anſwer: And, ſurely Mr. Bates 
Objections muſt have galled Dr. Warburton 

ſore, when they could make his mee and 
Chriſtian Spirit forget that excellent Advice 
of our Church Catechiſm, to keep one's Tongue 
from evil Speaking, Lying, aud Slandering. 


te But the Jet, (ſays the Doctor) were 
* a carnal People, incapable of ſpiritual 
© Things.” Before he had brought or al- 
lowed this Objection, he ſhould have ſhewn 
Cauſe, why they were more carnal, or leſs ca- 
pable of Spirituals than their Anceſtor Abra- 
ham ? By what Means did the Deſcendants 
fall ſo ſhort of their Progenitor, and become 
ſo carnal. and groſly-minded ? They might 
methinks, have learned in Egypt to decypher 
a Type; a Nation that recorded every thing 
by Hieroglyphicks and Symbols. Why ſhould 
they be more carnal than the reſt of Man- 
kind? Or why would God pick out the molt 
ſtupid of his Creatures, with whom to depolite | 
his lively Oracles 7 In what Senſe were they 

D 2 lively 
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| Nvely Oractes, ir they did not teach Liſe? 


but it could and did reach Life, by pointing 


tinguiſhing between teaching, and giving Life; 


be makes Uſe of to give a Colour to his Hy- 
zs to jumble together the Texts of the New 


conſidering the different Views in which the 


© Death, and fo forth. And ſuch it was of it- 
ſelf, or carnally taken ; but taken Piritualiy 


N your — 


* 


The Law, my Bord, could not give Life, 


out and prefiguring Cbriſt, who is the Way, 
the Reſurrection, and the Life. And this is 
Dr. Warburton's ſtumbling Block, in not diſ- 


and he is continually placing it in the Way of 
his Readers, by bringing Texts which ſay the 
Law could not give Life, to prove that it 
could not teach Life. Another Artifice which 


potheſs, and to gloſs over his falſe Reaſoning, 
Teſtament, that ſpeak of the Law, without 


Writers repreſent it, When they oppoſe it to 
Cbriſt, the Reality, they call it a dead Letter, 
4 carnal Commandment, the Miniſtration of 


it was the very Goſpel : Iſimum Evangelium 
ſays the great Biſhop Bull, whom Dr. Far- 
burton would preſs into his Service; with how 
much Violence and- Injuſtice i * known 


1 * 


St. 
8. © 


. 


2 0 find | Mind's 45 | 
< mity againſt God, for it is not ſubject to 
tt the y of God, neither indeed can it be.” 
Would God make a People, the Keepers: of 
his Law who were at Enmity againſt him? 
For ſo the Fews muſt be, if they were ſo 
carnally-minded, as Dr. Warburton repreſents 
them ; or would God give them a Law that 
ſhould keep them at Enmity againſt him? 
And this the Law muſt do by the Doctor's 
Account of it, For if its carnal Coyer was de- 
ſigned to keep them in Ignorance of its ſpiri- 
tual Meaning, then were they deſignedly 
kept in that State of mental Carnality, which 
the Apoſtle ſays, is at Enmity againſt God 
But how does it appear that the Jeus were 
incapable of ſpiritual Things? Many of them 
at Chrift's coming, waited and looked for the 
Conſolation and Redemption of 7/ael.- . His 
Diſciples truſted that it was He who ſhould 
redeem Mrael. And when Chriſt, after his 
- ReſarreRion, expounded. unto them, from 
Moſs and all the Prophets, the Things 
concerning himſelf z it is them he chargeth 
with Folly and Slneneſe of Heart to believe 
50 e and not the Scriptures with 

Ob- 


(360) 
| Obfturity and Omiſion; which he ſhould 
Wy © have done, if this Gentleman's Suppoſition be 
l nue. The prefent Race of eus, indeed, are 
under a judicial Blindneſs and Stupidity ; but 
of 2 their firſt Calling, to their final Rejec- 
tion, they were ſo far from being a ſtupid 
| Tepe, or ever thought ſo, that even in Cap- 
4 tivity, they were looked upon as fitteſt to be 
BY promoted to he higheſt Poſts of Truſt and 
Honour, as appears from many Inſtances in 
Wy Scripture, witneſs Daniel, Shadrach, Meſhach, 
i 4 and Abednego, Morderai, &c.. | 
107 
| bl * But why had the Law a ſpititual Senſe 
under a carnal Cover ?” aſks Dr. War- 
ö j burton ? To whom I anſwer, becauſe Man is 
0 9 a compound Creature, conſiſting of a ſpiritual 
| Effence under a carnal Cover. Are not the. 
1 Eſſentials of Chriſtianity, Baptiſm, and the Sup- | 
— the Lord, as much under a carnal Cover 
' as the Law? Was not the Divinity in Chri/#. 
Ie a Carnal Cover? And yet was it not 
__ that Men ſhould fee through this 
Cover? And have not the Faithful in all. 
li | Ages ſcen through it, and through the out-, 
fl | ward and viſible Sign received the inward. 
(1 and ſpiritual Grace ? Saying that the — 
2 leqdge 


| 


it 
10 
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ti) | | 
ledge of the Types would indifpoſe the ur 
from continuing under the Law, is making 
Ignorance the Mother of their Devotion; if 
any Thing can deſerve the Name of Devotion, 
that relates ſolely to the Things of this World: 
And he may with as much Reaſon aſſert, 
that ſeeing through the Symbols of Bread and 

Wine, will. indiſpoſe Chriſtians from celebra+» 
ting the Lord's Supper; and that therefore 
we are to eat and drink them in the Com- 
munion without knowing what they mean, 
until we come into the next World; where all 
Types are to ceaſe, and Faith is to be 
ſwallowed up in Viſion. For if it is n 
to ſhew forth, by Symbols, the Lord's Death, 
until his Tocnd Coming ; why. was it not 
equally neceſſary to prefigure it, until his firſt 
Advent? And in what are the Symbols 
of Bread and Wine, more ſignificant than 
Sacrificature, and its Rites, and Appendages ?- 
The Types have but one Senſe, and that is 
ſpiritual ; The Thing (whatever that be) in» 
ſtituted or appointed, is the Type, Symbol or 
Emblem : The Reaſon of the Thing, or of 
the Inſtitution is the Senſe, Dr. Warburton 
allows the Law had a ſpiritual Senſe, but lays 
the Jews were incapable of it; which is 
ſaying, my Lord, they were incapable of the 
Law; 
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"78 For wikhout its Senſe, which:is granted 


to be ſpiritual, what, or to what End was the 
| Law? To ſuppoſe its Meaning was not to be 


under ftood end known, until Chriſt came, is an 
equal Abſurdity with the Suppoſition above. 


9 For.i in this Caſe the Law could be of no Uſe 
io the People for whoſe Uſe it was intended, 


as a Figure for the Time then preſent, as the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews ſays it was; but it 
could, not be a Figure for the Time they 
preſent, if the Time then preſent did not 
know it'to be a Figure of the good Things to 
came, as Dr, Warburton aſſerts ; and it could 
be no Figure of the good Things to come, 
when the good Things were actually come, 
For when Chrift the Reality was come, the 
Law was to be aboliſhed ; and no Evidence 
or Proof could ariſe from an Expoſition then 
made, becauſe ſuch Expoſition, being ex. po 


allo, could be no Proof. But it the Law 


was given to the Fews to point out Chriſt, 
then we ſee in what Manner, and of whom 
it prophecyed until Joby. They had then 
infallible Marks to know the Maſiab when he 
came; and there ariſes from the exact a 
minute fulfilliog of every Jot and Tittle 


the Law, a Demonſtration, that proves the 
braun of both Malen and Feſur, hiy Lega- 


tion, 


» c. * 


(4: 26% 
tion, „ and © con · 


cluſive. Whereas, Dr. Warburton's Gloſſes, 


like the Traditions of the-Phariſees, make the Þ 
Law of God of no Effect, and the End af 


promulging it loſt, 


The legal Sacrifices and ritual Performances 
were not required by God for his own Sake, 
or for any real Value in themſelves. «© Where - 
« fore then ſerveth the Law? It was added, 
* becauſe of Tranſgreflions till the Seed 


* ſhould come to whom the Promiſe was 
* made.” As a Memorial, as a Record of 


the original Revelation, and as a Rectiſication 
of the Abuſes that had crept in between the 
firſt Publication of the Terms of Mercy 
through the promiſed Seed and Mofes his 
Time. . And it was inſtituted in Types, as: 
the beſt Manner Humanity is capable of re- 
cerving Inſtruction. But, then, it is evident 
that the Jeus muſt know that the Law 
' manifeſted the Meſſiab; otherwiſe the End 
and Deſign of its Inſtitution was defeated, 


But, my Lord, Dr. Warburton will allow. 
the Doctrine of a future State to be contained 
in Moſes his Writings, if his Readers will be 


J- Ts) 
as carnal” as he makes the Jeus, and allow 
him, that they did not ſce it there. For in 
one Part he ſays ®, the pious Ejaculation 
* of Facob, I have waited for thy Salvation, 
O Lord, may, for ought I know, in its 


e literal Meaning reſpect the Salvation of 
* Chriff, But how thould an early Few!/þ 


e Reader underſtand it in this Senſe, when 
e the ſame Terms of the Salvation of God 
* are perpetually employed throughout the 
s whole Bible, to ſignify God's temporal 
* Mercies to the Fe10;/b People. For this 
very Reafon, as I apprehend my Lord, a 
Jewiſb Reader might underſtand it in this 
Senſe, becauſe the temporal Mercies or Sal- 
vation of the Jeiſb People were all typical 


| © of, and upon the Account of the tina} an- 


1 titypical Salvation of Ci, of which theſa 


were Pledges and Affuranceg. And in their 
greateſt temporal Diſtreſſes and Calamities, 
the Promiſe of the Maſiab was made to them 
by Way af Conſolation and Support under 
their Afflictions and Sufferings: As to Noah 
after the Flood; to Abraham on his quitting 
his County and his Father's Honſe to ſa- 
Journ in a ſtrange Land; to 1 when 

ben! 
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(37 4 | 
troubled with the Fear of Regen and Pebab, 

the Kings of Syria and of Iſrael, in which 
the Promiſe of Chrif is joined with the tem- 
poral Deliverance promiſed by God. All 
which plead very ſtrongly for the Knowledge 
of a future State, being a popular Doctrine 
among the Jetofſp Nation from the Begin- 
ning. For to What Purpoſe was this done, 
if the Jeus be ſuppoſed ignorant of a future 
State? Cbriſt was not to be a temporal De. 
 liverer : The Deliverance he wrought was 
ſpiritual, from the ſpiritual Bondage of Death 
and the Devil, of which the Egyptian 
glavery under Pharoah was the Type. If a 
private Perſon, or a Nation were to be now 
.comfocted under Calamities, with what Chraff 
mas done for them, would any Queſtion be 
made, whether the Doctrine of a future Stats 
of Rewards and Puniſhments made a Part, of 
their religious Tenets : And can the Jewoiſb 
Nation be ſuppoſed to receive the ſame Con- 
ſolation from the Faith of what the Maſial 
was to do for them at his Advent, without 
having the fame Creed? And if they had 


Faith in Chri/t, they muſt believe a futuge 
State of Rewards and Puniſhments, ſinoe, 
iaccording to Dr, Warburton, the Knowledge 

5 ye L414 = 7 er 8 


” Of 


of Redemption by Cbriſt, and of a future 
State of Rewards and Punlſhments are inſepa- 
rably annexed, How oppoſite a Method does 
this Gentleman take from St. Paul / This 
- Apoſtle, in his Apology for Chriſtianity, tells 
King Agrippa, © that he faid no other 
„Things but what the Prophets and Moſes 
had foretold, that Chriſt ſhould ſuffer and 
.« riſe from the Dead.“ Which he calls 
« the Promiſe to God: made unto the Fa- 
4 thers +,” in Hope and Expectation of 
-whoſe Completion the whole . Body of the 
Jets obſerved and kept the Moſaic Diſpen- 
ſation, as emblematical and predictive of it. 
What then ſhall we think of our Doctor, 
| who witneſſeth both to Small and Great, that 
no ſuch Doctrine is contained in the * 
| FRE | 


be: It i a dangerous Thing, my Lord, to 20 
the Scriptures to aur own Conceits; be- 
cauſe it is apt to miſlead People intoa Doubt 
and Diſtruſt of the Certainty and Truth of 
the ſacred Records: And hence, I am afraid 
has ſprung that extreme Neglect, I had al- 
moſt faid Pn with which we ſce the 
. Word 


C Acts chap, AXV1, ver. 22, LED 7 Ibid. ver, 6, 7. 
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—— God treated, boch by ſimall and 
| Which, if not timely prevented by 
hls whom the Holy Ghoſt has . Over- 
ſeers of the Church of Chriſt, will moſt like - 
ly end in ſome of thoſe Viſitations, which 
the ſame Scriptures aſſure us, have always 
been the conſequential Puniſhment of a na- 
tional Defection from the Worſhip of the 


b one E you. 


I T ſhall beg Leave, my Lord, to produce a 
Text ar two from the Penteteuch, which to 
me ſeem plainly to contain the Doctrine this 
Gentleman denies to be taught by Mo ofes. 
When the Children of Jrael had ſinned in 
the Affair of Korah, and God declared he 
would deſtroy them; Moſes and Aaron thus 
ſupplicate the Deity ®, O God, the God 
of the Hpirits of all Fleſh,” that is, of both 
the Living and Dead. Now what can any 
Reader underſtand by this Expreſfion, but that 
Man has an immortal Part diſtinct from the 
animal Life of the Fleſh, which after Death 
goes into the Hands of God, to be diſpoſed 
of as it has behaved in this Life. Is not this, 
my Lord, a parallel Expreſſion to + Father of 
Spirits, in the Epiſtle to the Hebrews ? Mult 
| it 


. - 


.* Numb, xvi, 2. 1 Heb. xii. 9. 


0 vs. , 


18 N 


Ait not 1 Geiſarhe Senſe in obe Place, as in 


the other? And is not Hpirit the Name for 
the ſpiritual imnurta ! Part of Man? 80 in 


5 Deuteranumy, Moſes ammands the Fews ® 


c to love and forve the Lord with all their 
% Heart, with all their Saul, and with all 
, their Might, and theſe Words which I 
* cammand thee this Day ſhall be in thy 
Heart,“ and they are alſo commanded 
23 80 circumciſe the Foreſkin of the Heart.“ 
„This ſurely is no carnal Cominandment, 
and is ſomething beyond external Obe- 
dience. + This is not licking in the Let- 


fer, the ++ eu, the outward Part, the Huſſe 
of the. Law, but entering into the Spirit which 
-guiickeveth, the 5 4-2» of the Law. This 
i being a Jew inwardly, and requires a 
| Knowledge and: Practice of the ſpiritual Part 
ofthe Law; unleſs we ſuppoſe that God gave 


them a [Commandment they were incapable 
of abeying; and that to ve the Lord with 


+ tbe. Heart, and to circumciſe the Heart, 
imply only a bare outward Obſervance of a 


pg dead 3 


"The brad ail — Dr. Bae Pros 
— of Oriel· College, Oxford, in a Diſſertatjon 


on 


® Heb, chap. vi..ver. g. 7 Ibid. chap, u. ver. it, 


* N 
on SUL, has proved, 281 Yhink, my Lord, 
that the Hebrew Word Sugo does not 
ſignify the Grave, for which KE BER ̊ uſed; 
but that it is the Place of departed Souls be- 
' tween the Time of Diſſolution, and the gene- 
ral Reſurrection. And, if fo, the Doctrine of 
a future State, or of another State of Exiftence 
after the preſent, could not be unknown to 
the eus, And if Dr. Hodges be tight in his 
Senſe of Sheol (which is ſubmitted to your 
Lordſhip) then theſe Expreſſions of Scripture, 
1 He wat gathered to bis Father's or People.” 
He ſlept with his Fathers, and ſuch like, will 
be a Proof of a future State; and will be freed 
from the Exceptions of Dr. Varburton; and 
this Senſe of Sheol will explain Jacob's Speech, 
when, ſuppoſing his Son Joſepb devoured by 
wild Beaſts, he ſays, I will go down to my - 
& Son weeping or mourning to Shel,” that 
is, according to Dr, Hodges's ris 
to the Repyfitary of departed Souls, = 


| But further, my Lord; the Wen ok 
the People of 1/roel from Egypr, the Manner 
in which that Deliverancb was wrought, the 
Neaſon and Intent of delivering them, and 
ſeparating them from the reſt of the Naa. 
with the Sanction of the whole M Nie ritual. 


All 


2 w— 


An evince — * uh Doctrine oe. a Hoe State 


of Rewards and Puniſhments, was known 


among the Jeu, and that their Obedience 
to the Moſaic Diſpenſation was founded upon 
it. By what was the divine Legation of 
Moſes demonſtrated to the Fews ? by teaching 
-- them that they ſhould die like the Beaſts that 
| periſh! By what to that powerful Kingdom 
| of heathen Apoſtates the Egyptians ; to whom 
the Iſraelites were Slaves, and from whoſe 
Bondage, God by Mojes delivered them? 
Was it not by the Miracles that God wrought: 
by the Hands of his Servants Moes and Aaron, 
that My/es proved his divine Legation ? Will 
| not the fame Means prove the fame to Chriſtians. 
and Deiſts now? Or is it not a Shame and 
Diſgrace to the Chriſtian Profeſſion, that the 
Divinity of Moſes his-Legation ſhould need to 
be demonſtrated? Did the Deity (if I may be 
allowed the Expreſſion) take ſo much Pains. 
to prove himſelf Jexovan,. and to record 
infallibly theſe Proofs; and are they of no 
Uſe at this Time? But we muſt prove the 
People of Gad Brutes and Ideots beyond all 
the heathen World, in order to ſhew that 
Mojes was ſent by God ? Was not the Conteſt. 
in Epi, whether the Gods of Pharoah and 

the 


7» 
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eg = Mfc,” "ry 
or Jenovan the Gd 
1 4. * — And was 175 
proved, "by A Series of proper Miracles, 
Ir nova the God Þ Heal was the 
of Hoſts, hd created the Heavens 0 
Earth: namely, by controuling the mec 
dil Powers of the Heavetis, which A OP | 
for Gods, in the Root and erety Brunch? 
To what End did God flew; in Miracles, big 
Power over this Machine, unleſs it Was v 
convince Man that he had andther Part be- 
de his Body; which was defigiied for afbther 
$tate,| of etch he war "mote immediate 
God." As Cbrift fays tothe Sadducees'* G 
«js not the · God of this Dead, but of the 
"Living" SI may ſay 16 bur modern Sad- 
dacres, who deny a futüte State in the Moſaio 
eee, m 
of « Hiuirr nete! ag. This World 
Met pat Uiriy, mult de and periſh forever, 
Aud if God wii Fimelf Maſter aa 
Lord over Natare, over this State, over this 
Woch, uch mut perth; it is 4 Proof 
that this is anihet' Stute, Which remigititth 
for evermore. For if Mat hid only a"mortal 
33 Narren wInel is the pm. 
F 


gab. different from: his Body, otherwile tho 


cab, different from. this Magbine, the He 
vens, it muſt imply that Mam has a Fart rota 


Revelation js af na uſe. Tie wants it not for 


bis Body, this material! God ſupplies ell is 
Mints here, and he is, ſuppoſed 40. he totally 


of any hereafter. And, in Truth; 
my Lord, in all Diſputes. with the Apo 
© tates, the main Qu ſtian (wag, whether the 

«, Hoſt af Heayen, the Airs did every Thing 
% of yhcmſclyes, ot there was an, intelligem 
« Bring who created and — — 
% The fuwre Stats and grneral-Ju 
c were Canſequences -which - 


F be. believed W. liſhelieved, by;.that. Inn 


& Jol, Moſes Navid and othem when they 
f, were.upon;the:Point of a: futurd State, exp 
* Neſſed it as-tully.ag-we- can de dow. 68 
Mr. Rate hardlewiy. proved in his Cg 
lian of Dr, Marbunts x tbitd Propufinn; of 
1 2 ay 


99; 
alu“ Sat- in the Moſaic DifÞpeniſabinh, 
and his Nemurti non the De Rimanks, 
Nr. 1 may Be allowed, hope, my Lord. 
wirddut giving Offence, 'to'fay Mr, Bare has 
dearly proved this Point, until Dr; Warkurs- 
ton thews the contrary, which' he has not even 
attempted todo; though oſten and now called 
— prudentiy de/pifing, e 
Oppor e 
2 91. 31! „ An 368% Qi he 
* Ie Al Enns God, Wan thetss a Kg 
ho has created and formed it; and if 'this 
Being is not in this credited” Syſtem; (a8 dhe 
affare us he is hot) then he' Win 
D God of another World; and if 
the Conteſt all along wis, whether the Heas 
yens, the Air" Were Gd, of Febovab wis 
G68, and Miracles the Determination, then 
this' Determination proved, that there was | 
another Werld of State; the immediate Refi- 
dence of bb: But this could ARt'cdneerns 
Man, for whole Uſe was made and retordo 
ed; unleſs he knew that he had à Soul, and 
that it vas defigned for thik other, this firure 
State. When therefore the Putriarchs. de- 
elared themſelves Strangers and Piri 


upon the Barth, and at the fame Time know 
Gil baus bs rr 


* 4 1 
- 
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| 12 (44 i | 
| that. God. was in another. —_ By 
Could they mean bat that this was not the 
FPuce of Abgde, and, chat they waited 
or eber (pantry, and; that an bes- 
. —— Jelvuab, ended 
| ſhewn, by Miracles that he was | Febquab; 
| What could this mean, or what could the 
ws underſtand by. it, but that they were 
to obey. him, and his Laws, for the Sake of 


chat \bereafter, thay future State, that aber 
Syſtem, where was his more immediate Reſi 
dence and Preſence, and where, after this Liſe 
ended, they were zo live with him for ever Þ 
Hadi the whole Me/aic eta God 
that is, n of "this World alone, as Dr. 
Warburton aſſerts 51 To what. End, permit 
me to aſl, my; Lord, were all ihe Conteſts 
about God's Supetiority over the created ma · 
terial Agents, the Sun, Mopn, and all the Hoſt 
of Heaven which the Apoſtate Jews and 
Heathens worſhiped? Why. was it diſputed, 
ar what was it to them, whether Baal was 
| God, or: Febovab was God? Baal, though 
| only. God's Creature, gave them Plenty of 
{ Viduals and Increaſe ; that was enough for. 


the Body, and they, as ſuppoſed, wanted no 
more, nor looked no further. St. 


Tp *© 


. » 
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„lt Paul * tells the Epheſians thatj hefus 


heir Converſion to: Chriſtianity; they wert 
S monweulthof Ifract, and Strangers from tha 
> Covenaitts of Frumiſe, having no Hope, and 
«4; without God . in the World.“ Bur; 
| according. to Dr. Warburton's Scheme, this 
bbuld not be the Caſe, for ſince the heathen 
Nations all around knew, and ated upon the 
Hope: of 2 future State of | Rewards a 

Puniſbmentt, which was made the Sanctias 


they (have: 110 + Hope, and bezojchayt. Cod in | 
ebe World, as the, Apoſile uſlerty?-How, mig 
Lord; ſhall we ; reconcile: St. Pg; and L 
Warburton; and to whom ſhall we giverthis 
Preference Shall we. ingenioufly. conjefture 
that the Heathens had the Knowledge -of a 
future State of. Rewards, and. Puniſhawinky 
but, notwithſtanding had no Hape, and W ern 
| Without God in tb Warld 3 and that the Foulh = 
bal. Nope, and; know God, but were ignatiafi 
df a future, State, Will this Salvo dam 
Lord. For one does not oute, as; yer, openly th = 
y in che Face al an 1 eu 

Sil. slr CANDID D 


. Chap. ii. ver, 15. 


and, at 
* 


of their ſeveral. Diſpenſations u bo c 


rn, | | 
the fame Time, it is/a Pity chat the mn 


Performance; the Labour of ſo many Team 
ſhould be © greatly conttaillcted, and in Dan- 
ger of being overthrown. by an impertinent 
._ Paflage of an-antiquated Epiſtle, Be ſo good, 
Lord, as to eaſt your Bye upon this Pas 
lage again. Doth it not ſrem to ſuy, ur to 
imply, that the Hpbe/ianr were without Cπνι 
pom ;Aocount of their being Aliens fromthe 
Commonwealth. t of 7/r ach; and Strans * 
gers from the Covenants of Promiſe 3 and 
| Hherejors,'6r upon that Abcoant, namely, us 
being Arms, having no Hope, and wire, 
in the 2 — not .Chr;f the 

Bud of all thie Promiſes ?- If ſo, my Lord, 
dun che Few, being —— reeya eres 
monwealth' of Hurt, muſt hive Chi, and 
eonfcquently the Knowledge 3 
of Rewitds and Puniſhments, which Docs 
trine muſt malte a Patt of their cerlefiuſiical 
Polity : For Fthoſe who were ters wo that 
| Afonivroof it, muſt hive che:Knowleilge of 
GN; and if ct Polity caught CN 
muſt: teach due Docrine of n future ine of 
Rewards and nnn Tann _ 
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Kaokig of Grind 4 future Stats, arg 

pany ea, dig hi er 
ard Confuſion, 


permit Lord, to aſl Wo 
. 8,07 eb mot wil 
Lan when they were Heathens, had no. 151 


had N 
Wirt was this Hope which We | 
a future State of 3 
lr a re mars, 
F. Paul ace ſtill at Variance ; For the Doo T 
tor ſays, that the Heathens had a 
future State of Rewards and Pugiſbmengs, '& 
were-influenced hy it ; and the Apoſtle afferty 
that they: had no Hopr : 80 that this Text, aq 
leaſh to me, ſeems.to: fit heavy ypan Dr, Hau 
kuren Medium, which N 
upon the Heathene having the Doctrine 2 
futuce State of Rewards and Pyaiſhmicnt 3 
Diſpenſatiens, as upon the Fer nay 
coli were Ee 
tiog.; and yet the Text ſat, as (Ft 
Lard, that the Commonwealth of JF 
gintain in it the Doctrine of Chryf, an 
. fature State; and . that 4 
i in the World, Dat nt 
e i: hs = 
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Lord, the Knowledge of * 
[LES of a future a a . 
ton aſſerts that it doth nor;” bt 8g, hüt Tie 
nowled of Satan doth imply it. And js it 
Ang Ale the * of the 5 
Hook DAY” able 4 Connection with's f- 
ary ind*the Knowledge of Ood hüte. 
7 1 with chis ſuper-ingeniots W. 
Hould oblige the World wich the Medibin 
that fo cloſely connects the Knowledge of the 
Devil and à future State; when the Knows 
edge” of God and thoſe ſpititual Beings Big 
holy Angels, has not the leaſt Connection 
Hith it, Doth not St. Pau ® in his Epiſtle i 
the'Corinthianr make the ſaying, thete/s Hig 
Relurre cho bt the Dead, and the not —5 
Z the Knowledge of God the ſame Thin? 
A the Yer then kriew God the holy one of 
20 Kp they mutt conſtquettly ko there 
W 1 Reſurrection of the Bead, and 100 
Wee ke not che fame Arete f 
"the Sh to the Hrb-eis] place the 
fin orie Dead, ind the steril Jed" 
aindng the firſt Princhjids or Ruglthicnty 


cb „ank not'thake cher 
. Pat 115 eee e 7 Ki 
= e Cor. xv. ver. 34. | T oil, chap. wh var. 2, 24. 


—— — 7 


» — 


NN Ain dee ena 


a) 
dach hs cok" telt ibe Golartinns dt ths Tiley | 


was our School. Maſter to bring us unto CH} 
But what Kind of a School 
bey could it lead to- Chrif, if it did not 
teach che Elements of Chriſtianity ? And Þþ 
it did teach them, it taught a future Swavel o 
How iy Cöriſt like unto Moſer, when Gbr 
makes the Doctrine of a futute State theSahc= 
gon of his Difpenſation, and Moſes omitt'that 
Dbarine'in'his? How could Belief in Moſes's' - | 
Writings promote in the Fews a Belief 1 
Chrift's Words, when, according to Dr. 
tarburto's Plan, they” are ſp diametrically! 
oppoſite?” Myfes in his Writings throwing 
into à Shade; and with ſuch Rutious Care 
keeping out of Sight, and ſecreting from vulgar 
Knowledge, every Thing that related to (dig 
and a future State; How can Chriff bo faid 
to bring Zife and Immpreality to Light ins 
the Doctor Senſe, . when, atcording to him, 
_ Clrif's coming? Whence came it? Or ho r? 
got che Heathens that . [ 
ftudionfly ard:induftvioufly kept from the 
wants of the true God? But foppoling: Dr. '1 
 Warburions Medium to be trac, : what! do” | 


Chriſtians iin by it? Nothing truly, r 
Phong eee of eee 44H ts one 
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School-Maſter wyas it, 6 | 
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Chat no Chritian erer L and this 
at the Danger of belicving what no Chriſtian 
ever yet believed. I will not go further, and 
| Gay, what no one can believe. and be a Chri- 
ſian, leſt you ſhould think. this too ſevere. a 
. Cenfure, But conſider, my Lord. what 

Chriſt ſaid to the Jui, Do not think that 
I will accuſe you to the Father; there is 
« qne, that accuſeth you, even Mafes in whom 


«. you\ truſt, for had, ye believed Moſes, ye 


1 me: But if ye believe not Moſer his Wri- 
= © tipgs, how thallye believe: my Words.” 
Did then Meo/es write of Cbriſt by God's In- 
Ppiration, and yet giye the Feros, by the lame 


God's: Direction, a Diſpenſation deſignedly 
calculated to omit, and ſtudiouſly conceal the 
Knowledge of Cbriſt from them? They; 
might, upon this Suppoſition, have anſweted 
Crtriſt, your Father gave us A Diſpenſation 
| « by this lame Meſes to whoſe Wiitings you: 
| *. refer us for. Evidence of yourielf and your 
« diving Legation ; which Diſpenſation con- 


e in you: Ho then can Moſes accuſe us to 
| © the Father, or bow can we believe that the 
2 . Mabie Writings would fo flatly contradict 

| a the 


| © tained in it not the leaſt Intimation, or 
2 moſt diſtant Hint of you, or of our Belief 
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the Myſeie Diſpenfinion J er could * 


Types, 


On 


ande . defigntd' to declare, * what this wil 
. deſigned ts conceal ! * Would it not, "oy 
Hord, "be-'4" Riringe* Propolition to Maite, 

thai tHe” Ehriſtian Diſperifation contained 
Doctrine due eontrury to what was taufght '- 
by-\the-4Wriditigh" of the New Teſtatment 


Aud is not tis whr Dr. Warburton advanced 


donoerning che Ae Diſpenſation'? T 
Myaic Difpetiſhtion bad nothing In it that 
peſpetied Ch#ih, ot a future Stats of Rewiits 
aud Puhidiments; The Moſarc Writing 
ſpylce of, and bare Witneſs'-to Crit. 1 
—— to — and a future State 


and Hedemption by are” infe 
annexed, ren — l 
Muir dr one c ntaĩned whit was a e e 


ine other: And yet this Author fays, "that 
t futhte Sue v Rewart and Puuh 
«was Feuialed"ander the Yrwiſb Dilpenti- 
«i tion by tot Modes of Information, G78. 
which irere Signs inflead of Words 
is: which, {6 he in thi Calt'of roba, n. 
©: forth wo} Wr of eoniindt Fiaktick in the 
&: earl) yy nd the beſt Manner Hamarif 
«jg cifbly "of receiving Inſtruction, mt - 
(hen the Deine of 2 future State of RE. 


G 2 Wards 


| n 1 
wards and Puniſhments was-yereaked under 


dhe, Jewiſh! Diſpenſation, but this fame 
tine is not to he found in, nor did make 
N of the, Aunſaic Diſpenſation. Should 
dot Dr. Warburton, my: Lord, have-told vs 
wherein conſiſted ghe Difference between the 
Fewiſh. and Myjaic Diſpenſation ; beeaulſe-if 
the. Frwi/h and Mr/a# are; bat one and the 
He Diſpenſation then this Conceſſion-of 
| higpyertyrns hi, grand Medigem f 50 futare 
Mate, in the Moſais, Diſpeoſatian. In on 

Place. of bis Wok he tells: u. that the 
Fadi, and Fathers ef dhe Jew /hrPeopla 
bad:the Knop lædge ofa future State; ancb in 
another Fart he oitꝑs Havi, Salomon, oighr 
Hezekioh, Jerqmiah and Faeahiel, ay ally 
ignorant of it, nay. brings: them as poſitive 
Eyidences againſh it. He,allows the Law.gf 
Maſs explaincd by the Propbete to derb « 
future State: though he bay ſubpaned.che 
Prophets, before; the Captivitgſer Witmaſſes 
_ againſt a future State, But Conhſtency, my 
Lord, is not this Gentleman Teer and 


that one is tempted tothink; that jor his Haſte 
10 be an Author, be has publiſhgd his, am». 
LR Book FS — 


» by, 
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all this Ferrag, be has leſt the be dies Log 
don d Moſes: undtmonftratei,. His fourth 
Volume} which 6s to ptowe it, being 4 1 
S Ie mas \atiothet ſtrange Parador, <2 
«have Doftine of a future State in Aüü | 
«.unzyoidably Leads 10 the Denial ef the 
gion of Fojas, becauſe 3 
u uin the ſame Doctrine“ Tom agretable 
this is ie what Moſes lays, + 4 Proper lt 
Abbey Wn unte v0, | 
© ydur Brethren lte unto re And to Wik 
un that Prophet ays; «ha e 9 
. % 4 

I teave" your Lenze 
determine, Fe adds thit H 0e brech 
dhe Error uf Mies teaching n futute Stath? 
* —— e 
of C: This 
| muy perhaps plett Pas og 
the: of dur R 


Neceſſity ederoption from the 
Denial ofthe Fall; W aſſare us dt 
Dr 
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3.1 36:v1b 20. JV} A 4 #1 ati Oy OK id. lis 
ha not this, my Leema Spee 
ny 51 To hst e pitiſal 4 — 
% prop; up his Papers 
2 And: what.an Opinion mut this 
 difiogsnuous Dealing -give, the World of his 
Farne hall we ſa aount of ſuch an 
or  Minifter of Chriſt and Stewgrd 
of. 75 5 of Gad, faq is is required in 


N 24. ferwd, faithful 2 
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the Scriptures, of which they 
oe . HHarbur tun grand 


+ And Fre Lordſhip; 


be Dotirone of ——— gare Rewards 
. e fougd in, nen diu 
Moſaic. Qiſpenſation, not- 

be .ccaploys;every;, Trick ot 


— ede eg d al ie 
Ser, Whether „that, Propoſition dpth: not 
 Yatly contra ſh ſeventh Article, of Rü- 
gon, ng. * W 0.19% * 
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The: Age wee in, my Land, is, no 


AL 
take up an Argument of which the. 
Jews are aſhamed, and maintain it with that 
Obſtinacy, Rancour and Malice, as not; $0. 
allow his Opponents, even thoſe; of his own. - 
Cloath, either Learning; Honour gr common. 
Senſe ; one of whom, Mr. Bate I mean, has, 
in my. Opinion, proved ; (and I muſt take 
Leave to fay ſo, till Dr. Verburton, ot any, 
other diſproves it) 1 ſay then that Mr. Bere 
has proved the contrary to this Gentle- 
man's, P 


ropaſition, viz. that the: DoFFrine of 
a future State of Rewards and Pumiſpments is | 
contained in, and and did make the whole of the 


Neſs Dube, ir ae Dips 
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Chribianity i in Hierghybier And 
25 a this i doing, Rs Paſtors 
=—_ Dirtt99r9, Ine Gl cure for "tine of 
Things, "will nor de Wenk be "ite 
of filling, 'the Scegitiedt and Unibet 
Bering bo hardened in thei Doubts and Un- 
belief, and che common Enemy take AdvanZ 
tage 1 elf, und repteſent che whole ef 
Chriſtianity ts à Chear, - am the Clergy In tb 
| Beiver: And would wet the pte pete of | 
pour Right Reverend Bench, my 


1 
new totes n decide the n 
n great Meaſure; if not entirely put x op to 


ſick} extravagant Novelties,” which are oftem 
bronched; to ſay-no worſe, ont of AﬀeCtation. 
and Vanftn u appear wilt above What i 
wntten, and at any Rate to get a Natne : 
And would not this be x Means to avoid, for 
he Gert, Iv munlfol#' lar mitier which 
heretofore by falſe DofIrines bave crept Inti 
r Church bf Got; ant (prevent cin me, 
. u Wards  fabolrting ar Bowls." 

It. [zz © 1:23 Sf] i 

EI 2nd geri Once of he 


| Marter in Pſpute; your Lorig bcknow. 
Syed great - Abifities, *nif""extraordihafy 


| gente Wal ch eminen Pro i hab © "A 
4 llent Diſcourſes lately publiſhed, ;. 


—— any Doctrine that carries 
he leaſt Appearance of Novelty, and any 
Method of interpreting Scripture that maß 
S 7 

„ re even 
ö upon . end Antiquity there 
— bo; than Dr. Warburton's P | 
CT ns 

: ation, our =» 
\tion in Fs Cane, with the Pn af the 
Apoſtles and Elders at Feruſalem *, who did 
not diſdain 0 lifle> e n e 
ö Brethren, but aſſembled, conſulted; and de- 

—— 8 Queſtion of not more Im- 

cone bo ap. oke this —.— 
con juſtify, nay prov 

I hope your Lordſhip will — 
condeſcend to give your Sentiments of 
Author's Medium, fo far as tb enable us to 
ſettle our Belief in this im t Affair, which 
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bY Tour Lordſhig's moſt obedient, * 

* 2 And nuſt bumble Servant, ; 
| The AUTHOR; _ 
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